The World Court 


Disputes between nations are often 
settled through usual diplomatic 
channels by negotiation, concilia- 
tion, good offices, or other means. 
However, in the late 18th and 19th 
centuries, the use of arbitration was 
developed in cases in which such dis- 
putes could not be settled through 
the usual channels. During this pe- 
riod the United States became one 
of the leaders in the use of arbitra- 
tion as a means of peaceful settle- 
ment of disputes. 

The Permanent Court of Arbitra- 
tion was created by the 1899 and 
1907 Hague conventions on pacific 
settlement of disputes: It was not 
actually a court but a permanent 
panel of arbitrators to whom nations 
could turn. Though a member, the 


United States never used the panel. 


The First Court 


The first real court (Permanent 
Court of International Justice) was 
created by the Léague of Nations, 
and sat from 1922 to 1940. It was 
to supplement but not to supplant 
the panel. It became the predecessor 
of the present Court. The United 
States was not a member. 

Under the slogan “Law not War,” 
members of the League of Women 
Voters worked zealously from 1923 
to 1935 in support of U. S. member- 
ship in the first court. The League 
considered the court (whose struc- 
ture and jurisdiction were quite 
similar to the present court’s) the 
“best existing application of the 
principle of law as opposed to force 
in the settlement of international 
disputes.” 


The Present Court 


The International Court of Jus- 
tice was created in 1945 as the prin- 
cipal judicial organ of the United 
Nations. All U. N. members were 
ipso facto parties to the court stat- 
ute. Though the jurisdiction of the 
court is optional, nations can make 
declarations accepting compulsory 
jurisdiction. Such a declaration— 
limited by certain reservations—was 
made by the United States pursuant 
to S. Res. 196 of the 79th Congress. 

On July 12, 1946, the League of 
Women Voters, during hearings on 
the resolution, submitted a  state- 
ment to the Senate Foreign Rela- 


tions Subcommittee on U. S. accept- 
ance of -compulsory jurisdiction of 
the Court. The League said: “Sup- 
port of the resolution is a logical 
outgrowth of our long history of 
supporting arbitration treaties, sup- 
porting the entrance of the United 
States into the first court, and work- 
ing for the extension of interna- 
tional law. If decisions by law are 
to be substituted for decisions by 
force, it cannot be left to each na- 
tion to decide which disputes it will 
submit to the Court.” The League 
was specifically empowered to act 
on the resolution under the U. N. 
Current Agenda item adopted by the 
1946 national Convention. 

On July 24, 1946, the Senate For- 
eign Relations Committee unani- 
mously reported S. Res. 196. 

On July 31 the Senate began its 
consideration. 

On August 2, 1946, the Connally 
Amendment (italics quoted below) 
was offered and accepted. On the 
same day S. Res. 196 was passed by 
the Senate. As amended it said that 
the U. S. declaration accepting com- 
pulsory jurisdiction should not ap- 
ply to “disputes with regard to mat- 
ters which are essentially within the 
domestic jurisdiction of the United 
States as determined by the United 
States.” That is, the United States 
reserved the right to determine 
whether the subject of a dispute was 
or was not within the jurisdiction 
of the Court. 


Following the Example 


Other nations followed the U. S 
example and adopted similar reser- 
vations. Still others, on the basis of 
reciprocity, have invoked reserva- 
tions. The effect has been to place 
beyond the jurisdiction of the Court 
the very cases which the Court was 
set up to handle. 

The current trend, in response to 
the adverse effects of such reserva- 
tions, is to repeal them. In 1958 the 
United Kingdom deleted its reser- 
vation; in 1959 France and India 
filed new declarations omitting 
theirs; in 1960 (February) the Senate 
Foreign Relations Committee com- 
pleted hearings on S. Res. 94 of the 
86th Congress to repeal the U. S. 
reservation. If the Committee fav- 
orably reports the resolution and 
the Senate votes on it, a two-thirds 


vote is required for passage. No 
House action is needed. 

Despite the League’s long support 
of increased use of the U. N. system, 
as well as its specific support of U.S 
membership in the World Court, the 
League is not in a position to act on 
the repeal of the Connally Amend- 
ment, since members have not stud- 
ied the World Court issue in the 
pune 10. years. 





Volume IX 


April 1959 through March 1960 


KULP—Keeping Up with League Program) 
Cc ARRIE CHAPMAN CATT MEMORIAL FUND 
rs. Lee Heads C May; Government in 
Action (Syracuse Doeuty project), September; 
Bridge Between the Americas, ctober 

CONGRESSIONAL ROUNDUP: September, con- 
tinued in October 

CONGRESSIONAL TESTIMONY: May (Mutual 
Security, Development Loan Fund, World Bank, 
International onetary Fund), (D.C. Home 
Rule); June (Development Loan Fund, Techni- 
cal Assistance), (Loyalty-Security) ; July-August 
(Mutual Security, “Development n Fund); 
ag od (Foreign Economic Aid), (D.C. Home 

ule); January (Water) ; March Wave} 

D.C. HOME RULE: D.C.—An Island Possession? 
April; KULP, May, July-August, March; Up the 
Hill and Down Again, November- December 

GROUP DISCUSSION: Who’s for Tennis? Sep- 
tember 

FOREIGN POLICY: KULP, aoe. May, june, 
iy. Au ust, March; People to People in Action, 

Council Statement, june; Better Than 
Nee July-August; World ‘Economic Develop- 
ment (omnes from pamphlet with same title), 
january; A New Era in Balance? March 

IN MEMORIAM: Miss Marguerite M. Wells, 
eptember 

LEAGUE: Council to Counsel, Mailbag at Na- 
tional Office, April; Life at National, May; Mrs 
Phillips Honored, june, March; League at U.N. 
(Mrs. Little named Observer), _ Spat his, 
ments to National Board (Mrs. 

Wood), June; Convention Deadlines, mre ugust; 
Our Retrospections will All to the Future 
wee td “ en ff te ge ant pn my 
ctober; ropose ram ropose udget, 
Nominees for 1960-62, “February: From the Presi- 
dent’s Desk: June (Council) , ae Se (Foreign 
Economic Aid), October rogram-making 
February (Proposed Program, Budget, etc.) 

LOYALTY-SECURITY:KULP, April, May, june, 
March 

TRADE: Common Market and U.S., May 

UNITED NATIONS: The U.N. — Adjustments 
Ahead? November-December 

VOTERS SERVICE: Voters Service to Service Per- 
sonnel, June; Here’s How—Or May the Best Man 
Win, 'November-December 

WATER: Federal Water Ways, ~_- KULP, May, 
June, July- August, March; Gan We Afford Dirty 
Water? june;League Testifies at Water Hearings, 
january; Position on Water Resources, February 

WORLD COURT: March 

INDEX, THE NATIONAL VOTER: _ 1/1/52, 
7/1/52, 1/15/53, 7/1/53, 2/15/54, 8/31/54, 
3/15/55, 8/15/55, 3/15/56, 3/15/57, March 1958, 
March i959, March 1960 
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